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 S231485 D067969 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA  

   CITIES v. S.C. (SAN DIEGANS  

   FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT) 

 The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby extended to February 25, 2016.  

(Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.512(c).) 

 

 

 S165649   PEOPLE v. COOK  

   (MICHAEL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Marcia A. Morrissey’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by May 15, 2017, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to February 26, 2016.  After that date, only 

eight further extensions totaling about 448 additional days will be granted. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S180174   PEOPLE v. ALVAREZ  

   (ALBERTO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to February 22, 2016. 

 

 

 S188035   PEOPLE v. JENNINGS  

   (GLENN WADE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to February 8, 2016. 
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 S188589   PEOPLE v. VALLES, JR.,  

   (PEDRO CORTEZ) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to February 26, 2016. 

 

 

 S224701   LEWIS, SR., (KEITH ALLEN)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Pamala Sayasane’s representation that the reply to 

the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by  

October 3, 2016, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 

granted to February 16, 2016.  After that date, only four further extensions totaling about 230 

additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S229940 C071533 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. RIGMADEN  

   (KUNTA SHAQUILLE ALI) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Ann Hopkins is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S231240   MARTIN (LANCE R.) v.  

   DEPARTMENT OF  

   CORRECTIONS &  

   REHABILITATION  

   (PARAMO) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on December 17, 2015, transferring the matter to the Court of Appeal is hereby 

amended to reflect the above title. 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, 

Division One, for consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the 

event the Court of Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, 

the repetitious petition must be denied. 
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 S231256   THOMAS (RAYSHON) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 

 

 S231266   THOMAS (RAYSHON) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 


